From the photometric results presented in this communication it appears that contrary to some earlier indications the open spirals, with their supergiant stars and superficial structure of spiral arms, are not appreciably larger than spheroidal galaxies, which seem to be devoid of highly luminous stars and free of distributional irregularities. It follows that if in the course of time spiral arms appear in a flattened spheroidal system, they probably should not be treated as an extension or an expansion outward from the nuclear part of the galaxy, but as a development of structure well within the main body of the system. Or if, with the direction of evolution reversed, it be assumed that the spiral arms, supergiant stars and diffuse nebulosities of the spiral systems can eventually disappear into the structureless smooth form of the typical spheroidal galaxy, then that transformation also should be treated as an internal readjustment, and not as a contraction; for at any given considerable distance from the nucleus the amount of light (and probably of mass) is now found to be about the same for spheroidal and spiral systems. * Apparently there is no important "growth" in dimensions along the sequence of forms. t
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The spiral arms as observed are a phenomenon of only the inner half of an average galaxy. Moreover, less than twenty per cent of the light of a spiral galaxy is, on the average, in its spiral arms. The remainder is mostly in the commonly overlooked background in which the spires are embedded. . * L . . * L @ 1 1 . 1 1 1 * X @ @ @ -@ * * @ @ e -e e * @ -@ @ * * * * * * * @ @ * -. . . . In view of the dispersions and the uncertainties of measurement, we infer from these tabulated results that the galaxies of various types are of strictly comparable dimensions. 5. It could be argued that the large value of the average diameter of the spheroidal galaxies arises from the selection for densitometric work of the brightest and largest of that class. From various earlier studies it is known that the spheroidal and spiral systems are more or less evenly scattered throughout all observed magnitudes in clusters of galaxies as well as in open metagalactic space. In consequence the dispersions in absolute magnitude are much alike.
To test for evidence of selection in the densitometric study, let us consider all galaxies listed in the fairly. homogeneous Shapley-Ames catalog between right ascensions 12"0 and 13A0 and declinations 00 and + 200, thus including practically all the recognized members of the Virgo cluster.
As shown below, the mean apparent magnitude of the thirty-six spheroidal galaxies is 11.98; for the eighty spirals it is 12.09. The magnitude difference of 0.11 should be compared with the difference of 0.51 in the last column-of the following tabulation where only those Virgo galaxies are included that were a-nalyzed with the densitQmeter, 
